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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 , 2 and 5-1 7 are pending in this application, of which claims 1,2,5 and 
13-15 are amended per Feb. 27, 2008 amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1,2, 7-10, 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Robinson et al., US 2004/0128345. 

For claim 1, Robinson discloses a method in a data processing system to identify a Web 
service in a registry using a registry lookup naming and directory provider, the method 
comprising steps of: 

detecting a request from a service requester to identify the Web service in the 
registry; 
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responsive to detecting the request, determining if a first element is present in a 
registry file; 

responsive to determining the first element is present in the registry file, locating 
a second element in the registry file based on the first element in the registry file; 

locating an endpoint location of the Web service based on the second element in 
the registry file; 

retrieving an instance of the Web service based on the endpoint location; and 

returning the instance of the Web service to the service requester ([0026], 
disclosure of UDDI registry wherein a client may request a service and a registry 
performs query and returns result to client and [0042], specific disclosure of web 
services being offered in system). 

For claim 2, Robinson discloses the method of claim 1 , further comprising in response 
to determining the first element is absent from the registry file, deferring identification of 
the Web service to a standard naming and directory provider, wherein deferring 
identification of the Web service includes passing the request to the standard naming 
and directory provider, and wherein identification of the Web service by the standard 
naming and directory provider further comprises: 
locating an additional configuration file; 

determining if a service name element is present in the additional configuration 
file; and 
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responsive to determining the service name element exists is present in the 
additional configuration file, locating an endpoint location of the Web service based on 
an address element of the additional configuration file ([0026], disclosure of web 
services registry forwarding client request to another registry in event query of first 
registry is unsuccessful). 

For claim 7, Robinson discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the request includes a 
parameter representing a name of the Web service ([0026], disclosure of querying for 
named services). 

For claim 8, Robinson discloses the method of claim 7, wherein determining if a first 
element is present in the registry file includes determining if the name of the Web 
service maps to the first element ([0026], disclosure that UDDI database queried 
against request for named services). 

For claim 9, Robinson discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the first element 
includes a service-ref-name element ([0026], service-ref-name is analogous to name of 
service requested). 

For claim 1 0, Robinson discloses the method of claim 1 , wherein the registry file 
includes one of a UDDI registry file, an electronic business using extensible markup 
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language registry file, a web service inspection language registry file, and a custom 
registry file implemented using a database ([0026]). 

For claim 13, Robinson discloses the method of claim 2, wherein locating an additional 
configuration file includes locating a wsdl-file element in a webservicesclient.xml file 
([0026], disclosure of web services registry forwarding client request to another registry 
in event query of first registry is unsuccessful; furthermore, WSDL, as noted above in 
claim 5 rejection, is common descriptor language for registries). 

For claim 14, Robinson discloses the method of claim 2, wherein determining if a 
service name element is present in the additional configuration file includes determining 
if a name of the Web service from the request maps to the service name element 
([0026], disclosure that UDDI database queried against request for named services).. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. Claims 5 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Robinson, in view of Official Notice. 

For claim 5, Robinson does not explicitly disclose wherein the additional 
configuration file includes a web service directory language file. 

However, Examiner takes Official Notice that UDDI registries are XML based. 
Furthermore, WSDL, an XML-based descriptor language, is commonly used to store 
information in UDDI registries. 

It would have been obvious for one skilled in the art at the time of the claimed 
invention to have utilized WSDL encoding because it is a common, if not de facto, 
encoding standard for storing information within UDDI registries. 

For claim 15, Robinson fails to explicitly disclose wherein identification of the 
Web service by the standard naming and directory service, further comprising: 

responsive to determining the service name element is absent from the additional 
configuration file, returning an error to the service requester. 

However, Examiner takes Official Notice that Web services registries return 
"error" messages in event a web query returns zero results. 



6. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Robinson, 
in view of Stelting, US 20040030740 (hereinafter Stelting). 



Application/Control Number: 10/803,140 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2157 

For claim 6, Robinson fails to explicitly disclose wherein the request includes a Java 
naming and directory interface request. 

However, Stelting discloses a method that discovers web services by querying a 
JNDI registry [0028]. Robinson and Stelting are analogous art because both are from 
the field of web services querying. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the teachings of Robinson with those of Stelting, because this modification 
extends the querying method of Robinson to include JNDI functionality. 

7. Claims 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Robinson, in view of Nykanen, US 7155425 (hereinafter Nykanen). 

For claim 1 1 , Robinson fails to explicitly disclose wherein the endpoint location of 
the Web service includes a universal resource locator. 

However, Nykanen discloses a web services registry returning a URL to a 
requesting client (col. 2, lines 49-59). Robinson and Nykanen are analogous art 
because both are from the field of web services querying. 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the teachings of Robinson with those of Nykanen, because this modification 



Application/Control Number: 10/803,140 
Art Unit: 2157 



Page 8 



extends the querying method of Robinson to include the return of a URL to a requesting 
client. 

For claim 1 2, the combination of Robinson and Nykanen discloses the method of claim 
1 , wherein instance of the Web service includes a stub of implementation of the Web 
service (col. 2, lines 49-59, stub returned to client after client directs itself to provided 
URL). 

8. Claims 1 6-1 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Robinson, in view of Moore et al., US 20040122926 (hereinafter Moore). 

For claim 16, Robinson fails to explicitly disclose wherein locating an endpoint 
location of the Web service based on the second element in the registry file includes 
determining if a lookup policy element exists in the registry file, wherein the lookup 
policy element includes a selection policy element. 

However, Moore discloses a web services registry which selects web services to 
provide to a requesting clients based on associated reputation and contractual 
information ([0034], disclosure that returned results for query ranked; [0054], disclosure 
of registry only returning one result to requesting client). Robinson and Moore are 
analogous art because both are from the field of web services querying. 
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It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the teachings of Robinson with those of Moore, because this modification 
extends the querying method of Robinson to include returning a "best" result when 
multiple matches for a query exist. 

For claim 17, the combination of Robinson and Moore discloses: 

The method of claim 16, wherein the registry lookup naming and directory 
provider selects a single endpoint location from a plurality of endpoint locations based 
on a selection policy in the selection policy element ([0034], disclosure that returned 
results for query ranked; [0054], disclosure of registry only returning one result to 
requesting client). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed Feb. 27, 2008, have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the prior rejections have been withdrawn. However, upon 
further consideration, new grounds of rejections have been made. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Clayton R. Williams whose telephone number is 571- 
270-3801 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8 a.m. - 5 p.m.). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571-272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Jun. 6, 2008 
CRW 



Clayton R. Williams 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2157 
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